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and particularly to [Gardiner], Bishop of Winchester."17 His
requests for information, falling into the hands of the Privy
Council, should have been ample proof that he had no knowl-
edge of Surrey's recent actions, even if Surrey's actions had
been treasonable. Instead, the Privy Council professed to find
in these letters statements which involved the Duke in a
treasonable intrigue. He was commanded to London to appear
before the Council. The Duke came from Kenninghall to pre-
sent himself as commanded on Sunday, 12 December, in the
afternoon. Without being given a chance to defend himself he
was immediately arrested, conveyed by water to the Tower,
and imprisoned.18
During the morning of the same day Surrey had been led
openly from the Lord Chancellor's house in Holbourne, through
the City of London, to confinement in the Tower.19 This was a
departure from custom. Prisoners of high rank were habitually
taken to prison secretly, or by water, in order that they might
escape the insults and abuse which the people commonly
shouted at prisoners being conveyed under guard through the
streets. Intending to heap every possible indignity upon Sur-
rey, the Privy Council had ordered him to be led openly through
the City of London on Sunday, when the streets were crowded.
To the chagrin of Surrey's enemies, however, the people did not
shout abuse at this prisoner. Instead, as Surrey passed by they
sent up a great cry of lamentation, offering their sympathy in
17 Lord Herbert, p. 563.                       18 Wriothesley, I, 176.
39 Ibid. Cf. Bodl. Lib., Ashmolean MS. No. 861, fol. 340, purporting to have
been copied from the diary of Mr. Anthony Anthony, Officer of the Ordnance of
the Tower of London under Henry VIII; here the record is "13 Dec., 1546, 4 P.M.
The Duke of Norfolke and Hene Howard El of Surry his son, were brought to the
Tower." But all other records give the date as 12 December. This journal of Mr. A.
Anthony would be an extremely interesting work to discover, for Ashmole states in
his copyings that it contained the record written by an "eye and ear witness" of all
the state executions during the time of Henry VUL At least three people saw it
during the latter half of the seventeenth century: Ashmole; a Mr. Turner who copied
from it to annotate the Bodleian copy of Lord Herbert's Henry VIII (shelf-mark,
Fol. A 624); and Bishop Burnet (see Camden Society Publications, no. LXXVII
(London, 1859), p. 305). Unfortunately, none of the three men records were he saw
it. Nor can I find a clue from P.R.O., S. P. 13 Vol. p, which contains a description
of the coronation of Elizabeth "transcribed from Mr. Anthony Anthony's Collec-
tions.'*